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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1,5-6,10-11,15-16, 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Imagawa et al. (U.S. Patent # 6,353,764) 

1. As for Claim 1, Imagawa et al. teaches a method for controlling a media player (see 
col. 5 lines 17-25 "There may be one or several candidates. If, for example, the person 
selected as the operator is pointing toward an air conditioner and a television, both of 
them are to be controlled ... for example, the uttered word "television" allows a 
television (or televisions) to be used as a candidate for a control object."), comprising: 

establishing at least one rule defining a predefined user activity, said rule 
including at least one condition and an action item to be performed to automatically 
adjust said media player when said rule is satisfied (see col. 1 lines 47- 63 "This 
invention provides a control method characterized in that the attributes of one or several 
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people are continuously or intermittently monitored to control predetermined equipment 
based on the detection of the people's predetermined attribute"); 

analyzing at least one of audio and video information focused on a user to 
identify said condition (see col. 2 lines 31-40 "the monitoring section 1 continuously 
monitors people's attributes and their peripheral environment. The people's attributes 
include people's positions, postures, faces, expressions, eyes or head directions, 
motions, voices, physiological conditions. . ."); and 

performing said action item if said rule is satisfied (see col. 11 lines 52-62 "When 
a person picks up the telephone receiver, the control object candidate determination 
section 3 determines as a candidate the television that outputs sound, and the control 
content candidate determination section 4 determines the reduction of the sound 
volume as a candidate for the content of control."). 

2. As for Claim 5 Imagawa et al. teach said user activity is a predefined gestural 
command and said action item is the issuance of a corresponding command to said 
media player (see col. 1 1 lines 52-58 "When a person makes a motion of applying 
forefinger to the front of the mouth or plugging the ears with the hands, the control 
object candidate determination section 3 determines as a candidate the television that 
outputs sound, and the control content candidate determination section 4 determines 
the reduction of the sound volume as a candidate for the content of control."). 
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3. As for Claim 6, Imagawa et al. teaches a method for controlling a media player, 

comprising: 

analyzing at least one of audio and video information focused on a user 
to identify at least one predefined user activity (see col. 1 lines 47-63 "This 
invention provides a control method characterized in that the attributes of one or 
several people are continuously or intermittently monitored to control 
predetermined equipment based on the detection of the people's predetermined 
attribute"); and 

performing a predefined action item to automatically adjust said media 
player when said user activity is identified (see col. 11 lines 51-62 "When a 
person makes a motion of applying forefinger to the front of the mouth or 
plugging the ears with the hands, the control object candidate determination 
section 3 determines as a candidate the television that outputs sound, and the 
control content candidate determination section 4 determines the reduction of the 
sound volume as a candidate for the content of control."). 

4. As for Claim 10, the limitations in Claim 10 can be found in Claim 5. Claim 10 is 

analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 
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5. As for Claim 11, the limitations of Claim 1 1 can be found in the limitations of Claim 

1. Claim 11 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to 
Claim 1 . Claim 1 1 further requires: 

a system for controlling a media player, comprising: a memory for 
storing computer readable code (see Imagawa col. 4 lines 24-28 "the operator 
selection section 2 may determine an evaluation value for each person based on 
an evaluation method predetermined based on peopled attributes in order to 
select a person having an evaluation value that is larger than a reference value 
and that is also the largest". It is inherent that the operator selection section 2 
has a memory for storing computer readable code that is used to store the 
person's evaluation value); and 

a processor operatively coupled to said memory (It is inherent that 
the operator selection section 2 has a processor that is operatively coupled to 
said memory that will compare to judge the person's evaluation value is larger 
than a reference value). 

6. As to Claim 15, the limitations of Claim 15 can be found in the limitations of Claim 5. 

Claim 15 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to Claim 
5. 

7. As for Claim 16, the limitations of Claim 16 can be found in the limitations of Claim 6. 

Claim 16 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to Claim 
6. Claim 16 further requires: 
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a memory for storing computer readable code (see Imagawa col. 4 lines 
24-28 "the operator selection section 2 may determine an evaluation value for 
each person based on an evaluation method predetermined based on 
people's attributes in order to select a person having an evaluation value that is 
larger than a reference value and that is also the largest". It is inherent that the 
operator selection section 2 has a memory for storing computer readable code 
that is used to store the person's evaluation value); and 

a processor operatively coupled to said memory (It is inherent that the 
operator selection section 2 has a processor that is operatively coupled to said 
memory that will compare to judge the person's evaluation value is larger than a 
reference value). 

8. As for Claim 20, the limitations of Claim 20 can be found in the limitations of Claim 5. 

Claim 20 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to Claim 
5. 

9. As for Claim 21, the limitations of Claim 21 can be found in the limitations of Claim 

1. Claim 21 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to 
Claim 1. Claim 21 further requires: 

a computer readable medium having computer readable code means 
embodied thereon (see Imagawa col. 4 lines 24-28 "the operator selection 
section 2 may determine an evaluation value for each person based on an 
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evaluation method predetermined based on people's attributes in order to select 
a person having an evaluation value that is larger than a reference value and that 
is also the largest". It is inherent that the operator selection section 2 has a 
memory for storing computer readable code that is used to store the person's 
evaluation value). 



10. As for Claim 22, the limitations of Claim 22 can be found in the limitations of Claim 
6. Claim 21 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to 
Claim 6. Claim 21 further requires: 

a computer readable medium having computer readable code means 
embodied thereon (see Imagawa col. 4 lines 24-28 "the operator selection 
section 2 may determine an evaluation value for each person based on an 
evaluation method predetermined based on people's attributes in order to select 
a person having an evaluation value that is larger than a reference value and that 
is also the largest". It is inherent that the operator selection section 2 has a 
memory for storing computer readable code that is used to store the person's 
evaluation value). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 7, 12, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Imagawa et al. in view of Johnson et al. (U.S. Patent # 
6,363,204). 

1 1 . As for Claims 2, 7, 12, and 17 the claims differ in that Imagawa et al. do not 
expressly teach said user activity suggests that said user is not paying attention 
to said media player and said action item is the issuance of a command to pause 
said media player. However, Johnson et al. teach a method for automatically 
pausing the playback of a DVD title when a user indicates that another activity is 
to be engaged. See Johnson et al. Fig. 5 and col. 7 lines 24-42 "In an exemplary 
embodiment, one of the video sources may comprise a DVD player while the 
other source may comprise a TV receiver. Responsive to an input or command 
by a user, effectuated via the input device 425, the computer subsystem 415 
swaps the two video sequences between the two viewing areas such that the 
exemplary DVD video sequence is now displayed on the secondary viewing area 
510 while the exemplary non-DVD video sequence is routed to the primary 
viewing area 508. In accordance with the teachings of the present invention, 
pursuant to this swapping, the DVD video sequence is automatically paused 
while it is routed to the secondary viewing area 510. The viewer is accordingly 
exposed to a fuller and richer viewing experience of the non-DVD video 
sequence routed to the primary viewing area 508. . .". When the user actively 
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inputs a command to the input device 425, which results in the DVD program 
being swapped to secondary viewing area 510, this action is interpreted that the 
viewer is no longer paying attention to said DVD program and results in the DVD 
program being automatically paused. .) In light of the teaching of Johnson et al., 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Imagawa to issue a command to 
said media player to pause said media player when the user activity suggests 
that said user is not paying attention. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to do this in order to reduce computational load associated with 
said media player (see Johnson et al. Abstract "By automatically pausing the title 
playback, computational load on a processor subsystem associated with the 
system is minimized") as well as preserving the playback position of said media 
player (see Johnson et al. col. 7 lines 44-46 "at the same time, the playback 
position of the DVD video sequence is preserved for future viewing") when the 
user is not paying attention to said media player. 

Claims 3, 8, 13, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Imagawa et al. in view of Ismail et al. (U.S. Patent # 
6,614,987). 

12. As for Claim 3, 8, 13, and 18, the claims differ in that Imagawa et al. do not 
expressly teach said user activity suggests that said user is not paying attention 
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to said media player and said action item is the issuance of a command to said 
media player to begin recording. However, Ismail et al. teach a method for a 
user to cause recordation of a currently broadcasted program being viewed by 
the user by causing generation of a pause input (see Ismail col. 2 lines 34-44 " 
the user may cause recordation of a currently broadcasted program being viewed 
by the user by causing generation of a pause input. This advantageously allows 
a user to interpret viewing of a currently broadcasted program by recording the 
remainder of the program for subsequent viewing" and Fig. 10 and col. 13 lines 
51-57 "If a user is watching a currently broadcasted program and wishes to stop 
or temporarily pause viewing of the program, the recording system 100 
advantageously allows the program to be recorded so the user can resume 
viewing the program at a subsequent time." When a viewer causes the 
generation of a pause input while watching a program, this action is interpreted 
as the use in no longer paying attention to the broadcast of the television 
program. This action of not paying attention to the television program results in 
the television program being recorded.) In light of the teaching of Ismail et al., it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Imagawa to issue a command to 
said media player to begin recording when the user activity suggests that said 
user is not paying attention. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to do this in order to store a media program so that viewers can view 
the program at a convenient time (see Ismail et al. col. 2 lines 1-8 "such 
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embodiments therefore provide the viewer with stored programs that match 
certain viewing preference of the user, which can be viewed at the viewer's 
leisure"). 



Claims 4, 9, 14, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Imagawa et al. in view of Kimoto et al. (U.S. Patent # 6,054,981). 

13. As for Claims 4, 9, 14, and 19 the claims differ in that Imagawa does not 
expressly teach said user activity suggests that said user is not paying attention 
to said media player and said action item is the issuance of a command to said 
media player to enter a power save mode. However, Kimoto et al. teaches a 
method and apparatus for power saving modes for a media player (such a 
computer monitor) when the media player has been on, but not in use for a 
specified amount of time (see Kimoto et al. col. 1 lines 8-12 "In order to reduce 
power consumption, computer monitors have been designed having a power- 
save mode that is automatically selected after the monitor has been on, but not in 
use, for a long period of time." When the monitor has been on, but not in use, for 
a long period of time, this condition is interpreted as the user has not been 
paying attention to said media player for specified amount of time.) In light of 
the teaching of Kimoto et al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Imagawa 
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to issue a command to said media player to enter a power save mode when the 
user activity suggests that said user is not paying attention. One of ordinary skill 
in the art would have been motivated to do this in order to conserve energy 
consumed by the media player when the user is not paying attention to the media 
player, (see Kimoto et al. col. 1 lines 8-12 "In order to reduce power 
consumption, computer monitors have been designed having a power-save 
mode that is automatically selected after the monitor has been on, but not in use, 
for a long period of time." ). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Kirubel Aklilu whose telephone number is 
703-305-8144(571-282-7342 after 3/2/2005). The examiner can normally be 
reached on 9:00AM - 5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John Miller can be reached on 703-305-4795 (571-282- 
7353 after 3/2/2005). The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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